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GOP IN SOUTH SEES A CIVIL WAR IT CAN WIN

(By Earl Ofari Hutchinson)
‘‘RACISTS LEAD THE IMPEACHMENT BATTLE TO

PUNISH CLINTON FOR HIS SOCIAL PROGRAMS
AND CIVIL RIGHTS STANDS.’’
Rep. Bob Barr of Georgia gives us an an-

swer to why so many House Republicans defy
public opinion, ignore the advice of GOP gov-
ernors, reject the advice of party moderates
in the Senate and are willing to paralyze the
government to nail President Clinton. Barr
says that they are fighting a civil war.

Since November 1997, Barr has been the
point man for Southern Republicans in call-
ing for Bill Clinton’s head. This isn’t the
usual conservative political rage at a politi-
cian they regard as a corrupt, immoral, big-
spending, big-government Democrat.

Barr, who represents the mostly white,
conservative, suburban 7th District in Geor-
gia, is a big booster of the Council of Con-
servative Citizens. This is the outfit that
issued ‘‘A Call to White Americans,’’ has de-
nounced blacks as intellectually inferior,
champions the Confederate flag and main-
tains tight ties to Klansman David Duke.

In House speeches, Barr has slammed the
Congressional Black Caucus, opposed hate
crime laws and spending on social programs.
His Web page is linked to the pages of the
most extreme right-wing groups in the na-
tion. His campaign against Clinton is part of
the Republican Party’s Southern strategy to
roll back the civil rights gains and eliminate
the social programs of the 1960s.

Although Barr is one of the most extreme
GOP race-baiters in Congress, he has got the
political muscle to push the South’s ven-
detta. Southern Republicans control 82 out
of 228 Republican House seats, by far the
largest single bloc in Congress. Clinton’s vic-
tory in 1992 temporarily derailed the South-
ern bloc’s plan to gut civil rights and social
programs. Southern Republicans watched as
more than 85% of African Americans voted
for Clinton in 1992 and 1996 and provided the
swing vote for many Democrats in congres-
sional and state races this November. Afri-
can Americans regard Clinton more favor-
ably than Jesse Jackson or Louis Farrakhan.

The Southern bloc is distressed that the
Congressional Black Caucus has been Clin-
ton’s biggest defender against the GOP as-
sault and dismayed that far more African
Americans than whites oppose impeachment.
These Republicans are disgusted that Clin-
ton has appointed more blacks to high ad-
ministrative offices than any other presi-
dent, supported minority redistricting in the
South, called for tougher action against
church burnings and convened the first-ever
White House conference to push for tougher
penalties to combat hate crimes.

Barr and his cohorts are enraged that Clin-
ton is the first president since Lyndon John-
son to empanel a commission to talk seri-
ously about racial problems and supported
the U.S. Sentencing Commission’s rec-
ommendations to ‘‘equalize’’ the dispropor-
tionate drug sentences given to minority of-
fenders. They are affronted that Clinton in-
creased funding for job and education pro-
grams, made numerous high-profile appear-
ances at black churches, conferences and
ceremonies on school integration in the
South and opposed the anti-affirmative ac-
tion Proposition 209 in California. They are
distressed that Clinton is the first president
to travel to and support economic initiatives
in Caribbean and sub-saharan African na-
tions.

The faster the Southern Republicans rush
to dump Clinton, the greater his popularity
will be among African Americans. Many
blacks see impeachment as a thinly dis-
guised attempt to hammer the president for

acting and speaking out on black causes, and
as a backdoor power grab for the White
House in the year 2000—and they’re right.
But as long as Southern Republicans control
such a huge block of congressional votes,
they believe that impeachment is the civil
war they can win.

Earl Ofari Hutchinson is the author of
‘‘The Crisis in Black and Black’’ (Middle
Passage Press, 1998)

f
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Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to

rise today in tribute to one of Sacramento
County’s most outstanding public servants,
County Assessor Roger Fong. Today, as Mr.
Fong celebrates his retirement, I ask all of my
colleagues to join with me in saluting a great
citizen, husband, and father.

As a native of Sacramento, Roger attended
public schools in the area. After his exemplary
service in the United States Navy, he grad-
uated from California State University, Sac-
ramento in 1956 with a degree in Business
Administration.

Roger began his career in the Assessor’s
office in 1960. For the next 26 years, he held
nearly every promotional position in that office.
Then, in 1986 he was elected Assessor, a po-
sition to which he was returned in 1990 and
1994 by sizeable margins.

During Roger’s tenure as Assessor, he has
focussed on bringing technological advance-
ments to his office of 156 employees and a
budget of over $12 million annually. He and
his staff have maintained current ownership
data and property value on more than 380,000
parcels in Sacramento County with a com-
bined value in excess of $53 billion.

Roger’s leadership in the Assessor’s office
has earned him statewide recognition. In just
the past 12 years, his professional tasks have
grown immensely as our county’s assessment
roll has nearly doubled, as has the staff work-
load.

The professional distinctions which Roger
has earned are too numerous to list in their
entirety. But they include recognition as the
Sacramento County Taxpayer League’s ‘‘Tax
Advocate of the Year’’; California State Univer-
sity, Sacramento, ‘‘Alumni Distinguished Serv-
ice Award’’ recipient; and the Sacramento Chi-
nese Community Service Center’s ‘‘August
Moon’’ honoree.

Although his professional pursuits have oc-
cupied much of his time, Roger has managed
to make great contributions locally with his
tireless community service endeavors. He has
been an active member in the United Way, on
the Sacramento Symphony Board, St. Hope
Academy Advisory Board, and the Chinese
American Council of Sacramento, among
other groups.

Roger has also maintained professional re-
lationships with a variety of assessors’ organi-
zations. Among these are the Bay Area As-
sessor’s Association, of which he was presi-
dent in 1994. These memberships reflect Rog-
er’s qualities as an incredibly dedicated and
hardworking individual who has always put the
needs of his constituency above all other con-
siderations.

Mr. Speaker, the people of Sacramento
have been the fortunate beneficiaries of Roger
Fong’s great professionalism over the past 38
years. I ask all of my colleagues to join with
me in wishing Roger and his wife Florence
every future success in their retirement en-
deavors.
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DESIGNATING THE U.S. NAVY SUP-
PORT SITE IN NAPLES AS THE
‘‘THOMAS M. FOGLIETTA SUP-
PORT SITE’’
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Wednesday, January 6, 1999

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, today I am
reintroducing legislation to designate the U.S.
Navy facility in Gricignano d’Aversa, Italy,
known as the Naples Support Site, as the
‘‘Thomas M. Foglietta Support Site.’’ I intro-
duced similar legislation in the 105th Con-
gress, and I am honored to reintroduce this
legislation on the first day of the 106th Con-
gress.

As you well know, Tom Foglietta had a dis-
tinguished career in Congress representing
the Philadelphia area of Pennsylvania. Last
year he was appointed our Ambassador to
Italy. Ambassador Foglietta’s career has been
dedicated to public service. He served for 20
years on the Philadelphia City Council. From
1976 to 1977 he represented the U.S. Depart-
ment of Labor in Pennsylvania. From 1980 to
1998 he represented Pennsylvania’s First
Congressional District.

During that time Tom Foglietta distinguished
himself as a hard working and effective legis-
lator. In the 1980s he emerged as one of the
leading advocates in the Congress of demo-
cratic reforms in South Korea. As a senior
member of the Appropriations Subcommittee
on Foreign Operations he was an outspoken
advocate in the 1990s for advancing Ameri-
ca’s role in promoting free markets and demo-
cratic institutions in the newly independent
states of the former Soviet Union.

In addition to his tireless efforts to ensure
the United States maintained its stature as the
moral and democratic leader of the free world,
Tom Foglietta never forgot his constituents
back home. He always maintained close ties
to the working people of the district. He was
always accessible to his constituents and
fought hard on their behalf in Congress.

Throughout his congressional career Am-
bassador Foglietta maintained close ties to the
land of ancestors—Italy. Many members of the
Ambassador’s large family still reside in Italy.
Shortly after his election to Congress in 1980,
a devastating earthquake struck southern Italy.
In typical fashion, Tom Foglietta skipped fresh-
man orientation and other freshman events in
Congress to be in Italy to participate person-
ally in the relief efforts.

While in Congress, Tom took notice of the
poor living and working conditions for Navy
personnel at the Naples Support Site in
Gricignano d’Aversa. He worked tirelessly as a
member of the Appropriations Committee to
improve conditions for Navy personnel serving
at the site. Not surprisingly, his efforts were
extremely effective and Navy personnel have
seen a dramatic improvement in the living
conditions at the site.
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It is only fitting that we name the facility for

this fine public servant. I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation.
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H.R. 54
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Wednesday, January 6, 1999
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, today I would

like to introduce two bills—one to authorize
the Mongaup Visitor’s Center, H.R. 20 and the
other to extend the Upper Delaware Citizen’s
Advisory Counsel, H.R. 54.

Mr. Speaker, as you may know, in 1978,
along with our good friend and colleague,
Congressman JOE MCDADE, I introduced Fed-
eral legislation establishing the Upper Dela-
ware Scenic and Recreational River as a com-
ponent of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System.

The property proposed as the location of the
Upper Delaware Scenic and Recreational Riv-
er’s primary visitor facility—the Mongaup Visi-
tor Center—is owned by the State of New
York’s Department of Environmental Con-
servation. The property was acquired by the
State in 1986 as part of a much larger pur-
chase of a 10,000-acre tract intended to pro-
vide habitat for a population of wintering bald
eagles. New York State legislation authorizing
Federal development of the property as a visi-
tor center by means of a long-term lease was
passed in 1993. A legislative support data
package was prepared in 1994 for Federal
legislation authorizing development of the site,
to appropriate funds for development and to
increase the Upper Delaware’s operational
base to provide for year-round operation.

The site for the Mongaup Visitor Center
contains abundant natural and cultural re-
sources and this proposal will identify and de-
velop strategies to protect the Mongaup area’s
natural resources, including: wintering bald ea-
gles; upland forest; hemlock and laurel gorges
and steep slopes; riverline and flood plain for-
est, and a mile or river front with natural sand
beaches. The possible presence of prehistoric
elements will also be evaluated.

The visitor center will benefit the community
in many respects. It will serve as an edu-
cational asset, a local museum, a classroom,
and meeting place. Bordered by the Delaware
River, the Mongaup River, and New York
State highway route 97 in the town of
Deerpark in Orange County, New York—it is
the only center of its kind within an hour’s
drive from New York City. Both the proposed
visitor center Mongaup site and the Upper
Delaware valley have enormous unrealized
potential to provide both the local and visiting
public with an exceptional experience.

I am also introducing a bill, H.R. 54, that will
extend the Upper Delaware Citizens Advisory
Council for another ten years. The Upper
Delaware CAC provides an excellent forum for
citizens of the Upper Delaware to have an op-
portunity to impact and interact with the Na-
tional Park Service and Department of the In-
terior.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to help
pass these two measures which will benefit
the State of New York on economic, environ-
mental and educational levels.

H.R. 20
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Upper Dela-
ware Scenic and Recreational River
Mongaup Visitor Center Act of 1999’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:
(1) The Secretary of the Interior approved

a management plan for the Upper Delaware
Scenic and Recreational River, as required
by section 704 of Public Law 95–625 (16 U.S.C.
1274 note), on September 29, 1987.

(2) The river management plan called for
the development of a primary visitor contact
facility located at the southern end of the
river corridor.

(3) The river management plan determined
that the visitor center would be built and op-
erated by the National Park Service.

(4) The Act that designated the Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational River and
the approved river management plan limits
the Secretary of the Interior’s authority to
acquire land within the boundary of the river
corridor.

(5) The State of New York authorized on
June 21, 1993, a 99-year lease between the
New York State Department of Environ-
mental Conservation and the National Park
Service for the construction and operation of
a visitor center by the Federal Government
on State-owned land in the Town of
Deerpark, Orange County, New York, in the
vicinity of Mongaup, which is the preferred
site for the visitor center.
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF VISITOR CENTER

FOR UPPER DELAWARE SCENIC AND
RECREATIONAL RIVER.

For the purpose of constructing and oper-
ating a visitor center for the Upper Delaware
Scenic and Recreational River and subject to
the availability of appropriations, the Sec-
retary of the Interior may—

(1) enter into a lease with the State of New
York, for a term of 99 years, for State-owned
land within the boundaries of the Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational River lo-
cated at an area known as Mongaup near the
confluence of the Mongaup and Upper Dela-
ware Rivers in the State of New York; and

(2) construct and operate such a visitor
center on land leased under paragraph (2).

H.R. 54
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION FOR

UPPER DELAWARE CITIZENS ADVI-
SORY COUNCIL

The last sentence of paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 704(f) of the National Parks and Recre-
ation Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1274 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘20’’ and inserting ‘‘30’’.

f

VOLUNTARY SCHOOL PRAYER

HON. JO ANN EMERSON
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 6, 1999

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to introduce a constitutional amendment to en-
sure that students can choose to pray in
school. Regrettably, the notion of the separa-
tion of church and state has been widely mis-
represented in recent years, and the govern-
ment has strayed far from the vision of Amer-
ica as established by the Founding Fathers.

Our Founding Fathers had the foresight and
wisdom to understand that a government can-

not secure the freedom of religion if at the
same time it favors one religion over another
through official actions. Their philosophy was
one of even-handed treatment of the different
faiths practiced in America, a philosophy that
was at the very core of what their new nation
was to be about. Somehow, this philosophy is
often interpreted today to mean that religion
has no place at all in public life, no matter
what its form. President Reagan summarized
the situation well when he remarked, ‘‘The
First Amendment of the Constitution was not
written to protect the people of this country
from religious values; it was written to protect
religious values from government tyranny.’’
And this is what voluntary school prayer is
about, making sure that prayer, regardless of
its denomination, is protected.

There can be little doubt that no student
should be forced to pray in a certain fashion
or be forced to pray at all. At the same time,
a student should not be prohibited from pray-
ing, just because he/she is attending a public
school. This straightforward principle is lost on
the liberal courts and high-minded bureaucrats
who have systematically eroded the right to
voluntary school prayer, and it is now nec-
essary to correct the situation through a con-
stitutional amendment. I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment and make a strong
statement in support of the freedom of reli-
gion.
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CRUISES TO NOWHERE ACT 1999
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OF VIRGINIA
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Wednesday, January 6, 1999

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing legislation regarding so-called ‘‘cruises
to nowhere.’’ ‘‘Cruises to nowhere’’ are gam-
bling cruises, ships where a destination, cre-
ated for the sole purpose of allowing pas-
sengers to gamble on the high seas on board
a floating casino. The cruises depart from a
certain state, sail three miles into international
waters for gambling, and then return to the
same state. States receive no revenue from
the cruises, but must absorb the social costs
associated with the gambling traffic through
their state.

Mr. Speaker, my legislation is about the fun-
damental principle that states should be able
to determine on their own if they want gam-
bling cruises in their state. My colleagues
should be aware that on October 16, 1998, a
federal district court ruled in the state of South
Carolina that federal law preempts certain
state laws prohibiting ‘‘cruises to nowhere,’’
and are therefore unenforceable. (Casino Ven-
tures v. Robert M. Stewart, et al. C/A No.
2:98–1923–18, October 1998) The federal law
cited by the court is a poorly worded 1992
amendment to the Johnson Act buried a bill
designating the ‘‘Flower Garden Banks Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary’’ (P.L. 102–251). Con-
gress did not intend for the 1992 amendment
to supercede states’ rights, and we should act
to restore state sovereignty with regard high-
states, unpoliced and unregulated casino gam-
bling around the country.

Almost every state has a law making it ille-
gal to possess gambling equipment (e.g., slot
machines). Thus it should be patently illegal
for a day-trip gambling boat to dock in a state


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-02T07:35:27-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




